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Introduction
In this email discussion we will handle following contributions submitted in AI 13.1(Simplification of band combinations in RAN4 specifications), and R4-2004825. 
· Topic#1
· Maintaining 38.101 Specification quality when introducing new sections
	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Contact

	R4-2004825
	Maintaining 38.101 Specification quality when introducing new sections
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	Ville Vintola



· Topic#2
· Simplification of band combinations in RAN4 specifications
	TDoc
	Title
	Source
	Contact

	R4-2003948
	Discussion on improvement of request, SR and BC basket WID index table
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Ye Liu

	R4-2003880
	Further discussion on simplification of EN-DC configuration including FR2
	NTT DOCOMO INC.
	Yuta Oguma


Topic #1: Maintaining 38.101 Specification quality when introducing new sections
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2004825 [1]
	Qualcomm Incorporated
	<Moderator’s note: No proposals and observations since the contribution is for discussion>



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 1-1
Note: No proposals and observations since the contribution [1] is for discussion. Please leave companies’ comments on the contribution if any.
Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	XXX
	Sub topic 1-1: 
Sub topic 1-2:
….
Others:


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close-to-finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	XXX
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#1
	Tentative agreements:
Candidate options:
Recommendations for 2nd round:



Recommendations on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	
	





CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provides recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)

Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Topic #2: Simplification of band combinations in RAN4 specifications
Companies’ contributions summary
	T-doc number
	Company
	Proposals / Observations

	R4-2003948 [2]
	Huawei, HiSilicon
	Observation 1: It’s more convenient to use excel app for request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID than word app. The excel table can be used as an appendix when status report or revised WID is proposed.
Proposal 1: Two options are proposed to introduce the format template of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID in Rel-17. 
Option 1: All of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID are unified to use one template.
Option 2: Request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID use the different templates separately.

	R4-2003880 [3]
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	Proposal: For simplification of EN-DC configuration including FR2, the following procedure should be applied:
· Different manner from before
· Proponents should submit draft CRs directly, not TPs
· Each basket WI rapporteur do not need to capture EN-DC configuration in TR (since all configuration should be submitted by daft CR directly)
· Proponents should use the new request sheet format
· Same manner as before
· Proponent need to submit request sheet (but need to use the new request sheet format)
· Each basket WI rapporteur capture request sheet in their WID, and prepare their big CR based on endorsed draft CRs from proponents.
· Schedule
· Modification of EN-DC configuration table should be done by the end of Rel-16
· New simplified procedure to specify inter-band EN-DC including FR2 should be applied from the start of Rel-17
· Each basket WI rapporteur need to remove automatically completed EN-DC configuration from existing Rel-16 basket WI, as described in section 2.2.4.



Open issues summary
Sub-topic 2-1: New format on request sheet, status report, and band combination table in basket WI
Note: The discussion in Sub-topic 2-1 is not only for EN-DC configuration including FR2.
Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
· Proposals
· Option 1: Replace format in word app. to format in excel table.
· Option 2: Keep format in word app.
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions
· Note: Take option 1 if there are no concerns and comments.

Issue 2-1-21: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
· Proposals
· Option 1: All of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID are unified to use one template.
· Option 2: Request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID use the different templates separately.
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions

Sub-topic 2-2: Simplification of EN-DC configuration including FR2
Note: The discussion in Sub-topic 2-2 is only for EN-DC configuration including FR2 and based on the agreement in R4-1910908.
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
· Proposals
· Option 1: Keep current manner (just follow the previous agreements [RP‑181126])
· Option 2: No need to submit TP and allow a proponent to directly submit draft CR for EN-DC including FR2 bands (which means that we don’t need to capture EN-DC including FR2 in TR)
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions
· Note: Take option 2 if there are no concerns and comments.

Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
· Proposals
· Option 1: Each existing basket WI rapporteur handle new request of inter-band EN-DC configuration including FR2 bands, and TR, and big CR in the same manner as before.
· Option 2: New basket WI will be created for inter-band EN-DC including FR2 only. Existing basket WIs down select the scope and focus on other EN-DC combinations.
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions
· Note: Take option 1 if there are no concerns and comments.

Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
Note: Issue 2-2-3 can be discussed seperatoly from Sub-topic 2-1 since Sub-topic 2-1 mainly focuses on the replacement of format to excel table but Issue 2-2-3 focuses on how to describe EN-DC configuration including FR2 in the request sheet. Depedinging on the discussion, agreeable contents will be merged.
· Proposals
· Option 1: Apply request sheet format proposed in [3]
· Option 2: Other
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions
· Note: Take option 1 if there are no concerns and comments.

Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
· Proposals
· Option 1: Apply schedule proposed in [3] as shown below:
· Schedule proposed in [3]
· Modification of EN-DC configuration table should be done by the end of Rel-16
· New simplified procedure to specify inter-band EN-DC including FR2 should be applied from the start of Rel-17
· Each basket WI rapporteur need to remove automatically completed EN-DC configuration from existing Rel-16 basket WI, as described in section 2.2.4.
· Option 2: Other
· Recommended WF
· Depends on First round discussions
· Note: Take option 1 if there are no concerns and comments.

Companies views’ collection for 1st round 
Open issues 
	Company
	Comments

	IntelXXX
	Sub topic 2-1: 
Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Option 1: Replace format in word app to format in excel table.
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Option 1: All of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID are unified to use one template.
The template can be created as a superset of all information. Each individual table can be left with blank entries if not needed.  
Sub topic 2-2:
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
Clarification questions for option 2: 
Using new format (wildcard) to represent all possible FR2 CA band combinations: Is this the intention? Looks like it creates a super set including some non-existing FR2 configurations even not proposed in current 38.101-3. How to address this? How to reflect UE’s capability to support only certain subset of band combinations? If this method is used, how to figure out the supported EN-DC configurations in proposed format with wildcard? 
If proponent need to submit request sheet with wildcards, what is the implications? Request all FR2 CAs (contiguous and non-contiguous) in 38.101-2 applicable for this band?
Is this limited to only one FR2 band? 
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
It depends on clarification to the question raised to Issue 2-2-1
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
It depends on clarification to the question raised to Issue 2-2-1
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
It depends on clarification to the question raised to Issue 2-2-1

….
Others:

	Futurewei
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2]
Observation: Fix typo of “combination” in the tab name “Band combination table” of each spreadsheet of option 1 
Support option 1 to use excel instead of word
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table
Support option 1 of having 1 template
Other observations
LTE should have the same template format as NR to have the same format
For the LTE spreadsheet, the tab names are not consistent with LTE, although LTE operates in the subset of FR1
The tables should allow simple cut and paste so that there is no additional work when copying information between the template and standards.
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
Support option 1: General philosophy of using TP is preferred so that the analysis is fully documented
Agree with Intel about the ambiguity of the wildcard “@”. 

Issue 2-2-3 to Issue 2-2-4:  Request sheet format [3]
Since the spreadsheet approach is new, one other option for consideration is asking one rapporteur to show how the format works in the next meeting as a discussion paper. The experience can be beneficial and can lead to improvements in the format.

	NTT DOCOMO, INC.
	[Reply to Intel and Futurewei in Sub-topic 2-2]
Firstly, we would like to note that this is a change on how to describe EN-DC configuration including FR2 in TS 38.101-3, and there is no change in signalling and other specification.
Please find our answer as shown below:
> [Intel] Using new format (wildcard) to represent all possible FR2 CA band combinations: Is this the intention? Looks like it creates a super set including some non-existing FR2 configurations even not proposed in current 38.101-3. How to address this?
The wildcard only means the configuration that RAN4 already specified in TS 38.101-2. So, for example, if a proponent wants to specify DC_1A_n257M-n259M in TS 38.101-3, and CA_n257M-n259M has not been specified yet in TS 38.101-2, the proponent needs to specify CA_n257M-n259M in TS 38.101-2 firstly, which is the same manner as before.

>[Intel]How to reflect UE’s capability to support only certain subset of band combinations? If this method is used, how to figure out the supported EN-DC configurations in proposed format with wildcard?
There is no change in signalling. The intension is simplification on EN-DC configuration including FR2 in TS 38.101-3. UE can signal supported EN-DC configuration in the same manner as before. For example:
- TS 38.101-2 includes CA_n257G and CA n257H. 
- TS 38.101-3 includes DC_1A_n257@ and DC_2A_n257@.
 - Then available EN-DC configuration are DC_1A_n257G, DC_1A_n257H, DC_2A_n257G, DC_2A_n257H.
 - UE can signal its supported EN-DC configuration from the above four configurations.

> [Intel] If proponent need to submit request sheet with wildcards, what is the implications? Request all FR2 CAs (contiguous and non-contiguous) in 38.101-2 applicable for this band?
Yes.

>[Intel] Is this limited to only one FR2 band? 
Thank you for clarification question. The wildcard “@” should be used for one FR2 band, so we think inter-band CA should be described as CA_n257@-n260@.

>[Futurewei] Agree with Intel about the ambiguity of the wildcard “@”.
Please see our explanation above.

	Huawei
	Sub-topic 2-1: New format on request sheet, status report, and band combination table in basket WI
To Intel and Futurewei, thanks for the discussion. I can follow your suggestion to revise it. I agree that we can ask one rapporteur to show how the format works in the next meeting. If possible, I can revise the Rel-16 SUL combos basket WI as the example in next meeting.
Sub-topic 2-2: Simplification of EN-DC configuration including FR2
Additional column to capture EN-DC band combination is not needed since all the part have been removed based on agreement 1 in R4-1905301. Submitting request sheet is helpful to track and manage operators’ demand and who is the proponent. Proponent have to carefully double check whether all of the fallback combos have been completed since wildcard “@” include all the possibilities.

	CHTTL
	Sub topic 2-1: 
Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Before jumping into the proposals, we have some clarification questions.
1. Do we need to check is it allowed to use excel file as the annex for the WID?
2. Do we need to apply track changes for the excel file for the WID? I think the way for the track changes for excel are slightly different from word.
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
· Option 2: Request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID use the different templates separately.
 We support option 2 since the information are different between those documents. We think different request table and the status report table from each proponent need to be designed to allow easy copy and paste to the WID and the merged status report.
Thanks for providing the example format, we suggest not to include "Are all fallback combos completed? (Yes or No)" into the WID table, since it is easy to have errors on this, also for some FR2 cases it is agreed no need to define all of the fallbacks. And for the status report format, we think it shoud be aligned with the current format, for example, “CRs provided to RAN (list all specs and the TR input)	”, “Core part completed?, “Perf. part completed?”, “open issues/comments”
For the format detail, we can provide examples for 1 band LTE 1 band NR in the next meeting (but for Rel.17), and we can further discuss and agree on the formats.
Sub topic 2-2:
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly?
Currently draft CR is already allowed for these cases, the question is whether it is not allowed to submit TP if my understanding for the proposal in R4-2003880 is correct. But normally we cannot forbid companies to provide TPs to TR.
Regarding the usage of @:
This usage of @ is not fully aligned with the Option 2-2 in R4-1910908. It was proposed in Reno meeting, at that time there were some concerns that this will cause a lot of completed band combinations which were not actually proposed in Rel.15 and Rel.16 before, so it is not the same manner as before. Also the reader cannot know the information about the market demand as similar as mentioned in R4-1910908. And it is more ambiguous to use in two FR2 bands since the supported configurations might be different in single band CA and two bands CA.
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI 
The usage of @ is needed to be discussed first.
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format 
The usage of @ is needed to be discussed first.
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule 
The usage of @ is needed to be discussed first.

	ZTE
	Sub topic 2-1: 
Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
  Before we go to excel table, How to distingurish the new requested combs and the existing combs? By using word app., ‘change mark’ method is used, and usually each rapporteur provide two versions, i.e. clean and change mark after each meeting. But by using excel app., is ‘change mark’ method still available?
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
 Option 1. If we using excel app. method, then it’s better to use a uniform template to include all the things. For the templates, it seem ENDC and NR CA templates are slight different, where some item such as BCS is no need for ENDC. In addition, some items are missed in the templates agreed in the past RAN4 meeting, such as “Release Independance.”. We think “Release Independance.” shall be included in the template, and we agree with CHTTL that not to include "Are all fallback combos completed? (Yes or No)" into the WID table.
  We can discuss the template in detail if RAN4 decide to use excel app.
Sub topic 2-2:
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly
First, if the “including FR2” means FR1+FR2 combination, then Option 2 is ok. Draft CR is more straightforward, and for FR1+FR2 combination, no co-existence study, delat T/R and MSD issues. And also, we suggest to extend option 2 to NR CA/DC, because NR CA/DC and ENDC are usually share the approach. 
   One question to clarification. How to handle if the EN-DC configuration contains non-contiguous part? Is the wildcard only represent the single carrier or contiguous CA?
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
Depends on the conclusion on issue 2-2-1.
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
Depends on the conclusion on issue 2-2-1. 
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
New simplified procedure should be started from Rel-17. There is only 1 meeting left in Rel-16, if using @, we think the modification of the existing EN-DC and NR CA configurations should be done In May meeting. Otherwise, it may difficult for the maintainance works in the case of the TP/CR for combiantions works are provided at the same time.

	AT&T
	Sub topic 2-1: 
Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support the usage of Excel instead of Word. In addition, we recommend that RAN4 consider using Excel for the CA band combos for the TRs. The TR in Word format and the Excel files can be part of a zip file that contains the aggregate content of the TR as opposed to copying the Excel tables to the TR. RAN5 uses a very similar approach for the test tolerance analyses in TR 36.903.
The Excel template should be designed in a way to allow for easy copying into the appropriate TS. For example, multiple tabs could be created in the template to gather the necessary content into the tables that would be copied into the appropriate TS.
Issue 2-1-2: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support option 1 of having one common template. We support the approach of using a template that is a superset of all information. Delegates can leave items blank or mark as N/A for any specific table if they are not needed.
The exact content of the common template can be discussed in RAN4 at a future meeting.

	Apple
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support the proposal to replace the band combination tables with Excel tables, i.e. Option 1, however the detailed format might need some more refinement
Issue 2-1-2: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support option 1 to use a single Excel sheet for the request table, status report table and band combination index table. It is not helpful to have everything separated in multiple Excel files. 
RAN4  should also think about extending the usage of Excel tables to the list of the band combinations in 36.101 and 38.101. 
General comment on issue 2-2: In R4-2003880 it is proposed to modify the table in the spec, as it also has been discussed in earlier meetings. However, in the light of the proposal to use Excel tables for the combination requests and basket WIs in R4-2003868, it may be useful to re-think this to also use Excel tables for the band combination tables in the specs.
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
We support option 1, i.e. keep it as it is. We already see a reduced quality of the spec because many TPs are not correct or missing things and then the incorrect things are in many cases automatically pushed into a big CR and end up in the spec. Some of these issues are missing MSD entries and false protected bands. If we first have the TP, then the TR and then the CR, there are more chances to find the bugs before they end up in the spec.
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
We do not see an advantage to separate FR1 and FR2 for the basket WIs, i.e. we support option 1
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
We would propose option 2, if RAN4 changes to the Excel format as proposed in Issue 2-1. This would be the better solution, only if we cannot agree to using Excel tables, we would propose to continue with the existing one, i.e. option 1
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
We prefer option 2, i.e. not the schedule proposed. The reason is that in option 1 it is said to change the format of the table now to get it done in Rel. 16. However, most of the rel. 16 combinations have already been implemented and it doesn’t make sense to change the format when it is almost completed. As discussed in Issue 2-1-1 (R4-2003868) and our general comment for 2-2, it may be useful to change to an Excel based format also for the band combinations table. And it would not make sense to change the table format now and then change to Excel soon after in rel. 17


	Samsung
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Option 1
Using excel sheet format is benefit in term of tracking status, cross-check fall-back configurations. For tracking change, we may consider different font colour (with clear definition of legend of colour in the cover sheet) for request/input in different meetings.  
Issue 2-1-2: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Option 1
We think RAN4 shall target to achieve option 1, i.e., unified format. However, for detailed format, we think we may need some further consideration and even “dry run” for further refinement. For example, RAN4 can select one basket WI for “dry run”, i.e., apply both word and excel format during the dry run period.  We can consider such dry run between June and Dec, i.e., before REl-17 specification is available. We can further refine the format in detail during “dry run” period. After the detail format is stable, excel format can be applied for other WIs. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK16]Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
Option 2: 
Direct draft CR approach should cover inter-band EN-DC including FR2 and inter-band EN-DC including FR1 and FR2, since there are no any other specific technical studies on these two categories of band combs. Draft CR is more straightforward and can further reduce RAN4’s workload.
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
Option 2:
Creating new WID will be convenient for block approval of the draft CR.
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
It depends on clarification to the question raised to Issue 2-2-1
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
It depends on clarification to the question raised to Issue 2-2-1

	Ericsson
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support option 1, i.e. replacing the band combination tables with Excel tables
Issue 2-1-2: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support option 1 to use a single Excel sheet for the request table, status report table and band combination index table. 
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
We support option 1 to keep it as it is to keep the quality of the specification
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
We support option 1
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
We propose option 2
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
We prefer option 1

	Telstra
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support Option 1: Replace format in word app. to format in excel table. We agree that the Excel template should be designed in way that is reusable for TS/TR. 
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
We support Option 1: All of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID are unified to use one template. We believe the cover sheet assisted Rapporteurs identify band combinations for their baskets, we recommend that this is reused. 
We recommend that there should be 2 additional tabs or link to t-doc for tracking changes/version control and explanation of best practice. 
Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
We support Option 2 to submit draft CR directly as for EN-DC FR2 band combinations.
Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
We support Option 1: Each existing basket WI rapporteur handle new request of inter-band EN-DC configuration including FR2 bands, and TR, and big CR in the same manner as before.
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
Option 1

	Nokia
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
Excel approach was discussed in the past; the major problem was how to track the changes during each RAN.
Issue 2-1-1: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
A lot of details are unclear. In Option 1, Is the rapporteur now responsible for updating the status of combinations? - I do think the updating of the status should be, at least, share responsibility with the proponent/contact for the request. Another thing which is not clear is how a request affecting multiple baskets is handled. Is the intention that each WID/basket has its separate document (Excel file) and proponents of new combinations would need to send multiple request files or that one request is made and the rapporteurs then need to extract information relevant for them and include in 'their' document (Excel file)?
Option 2 is similar to the Rel-16 way of handling band combinations but now in an Excel template. Not sure if this is an improvement to readability as the information is distributed over several sheets. It is however more convenient for those who need to maintain the information and e.g. port it to another tool.

“Are all fallback combos completed? We don’t need to focus on the each fallback combination’s status. We just need to know whether all fallback combos are completed. The value is either “Yes” or “No”. If no, the fallback combinations should be completed firstly.”
If not all fallback combos are completed, it would be worth to mention which one are not completed so Rapporteur does not check all fallbacks each time.

“Approved TP: When the band combination is completed, contact person need to report the approved TP and fill in this column.”
Some combinations may not require TP.

Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
“Proponents should submit draft CRs directly, not TPs” 
I assume Rapporteurs would still keep TRs in Rel’17 as this proposal is for EN-DC with FR2 only? There is no change at all without FR2?

Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3] 
Option 1 is fine.
Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
The wide card may be confusing to spec readers.
Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
“Each basket WI rapporteur need to remove automatically completed EN-DC configuration from existing Rel-16 basket WI, as described in section 2.2.4.”
Not sure why it is needed for Rel’16 WIs which will end anyway in June?
Specification should be changed from REL-16 already.


	Huawei
	Issue 2-1-1:
For change mark issue when using Excel,
Please find the link video as below. A shared Excel file can be used. Excel can create a change mark history sheet to help double check. Rapporteurs can accept or reject change mark one by one. And delegates can track these change mark.
        https://trumpexcel.com/track-changes-in-excel/
To ZTE, How to distingurish the new requested combs and the existing combs? You can use the item ” RAN Plenary in which the combination was requested” to distinguish them.
Issue 2-1-2:
To Nokia,
1. Contact person is responsible for reporting the status of combinations. Rapporteurs need to collect them to derive RAN level official status report.
2. One request is made and the rapporteurs then need to extract information relevant for them by filtering the item ” Related WI (acronym)” and include in the WID.
3. No matter option 1 or 2, if it’s more convenient as you said, this is an improvement.
4. As reminding, it would be worth to mention which one are not completed, but rapporteurs still need to update all of the fallback’s status one by one. However, the current situation is that some fallback band combinations have been captured into the spec, but the status is still ongoing. Rapporteurs don’t have more time to check and update it. Thus, we simplify this “mention item”. As CHTTL and ZTE said, they don’t suggest to include this item.
5. If some combinations may not require TP, delegates can leave items blank or mark as N/A.
To others, if some items need to removed or changed or other items need to be added, we can further discuss the details.


 
CRs/TPs comments collection
Major close to finalize WIs and Rel-15 maintenance, comments collections can be arranged for TPs and CRs. For Rel-16 on-going WIs, suggest to focus on open issues discussion on 1st round.
	CR/TP number
	Comments collection

	XXX
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	

	YYY
	Company A

	
	Company B

	
	



Summary for 1st round 
Open issues 
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round, list all the identified open issues and tentative agreements or candidate options and suggestion for 2nd round i.e. WF assignment.
	
	Status summary 

	Sub-topic#2-1:
New format on request sheet, status report, and band combination table in basket WI
	Issue 2-1-1: Replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
<Summary>
Most of companies prefer Option1, but it is suggested that RAN4 need to clarify whether it is allowed to use excel format.
<Detail>
· Proposals
· Option 1: Replace format in word app. to format in excel table.
· Intel, Futurewei, Huawei, AT&T, Apple, Samsung, Ericsson, Telstra
· Option 2: Keep format in word app.
· NOTE: Clarification is needed whether RAN4 can use excel format.
· ZTE, CHTTL, Nokia

Tentative agreements: None
Candidate options: Option 1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: Prepare WF for Sub-topic#2-1 including following aspects:
· Remaining issues to be addressed
· Confirm with as well as MCC whether RAN4 can use excel format
· Required modification according to companies’ feed back
· Detail procedure should be further clarified 
· Time plan

	
	Issue 2-1-2: How to replace current format in word app. to format in excel table [2].
<Summary>
Most of companies prefer Option 1. Some modification on the details of format is suggested.
<Detail>
· Proposals
· Option 1: All of request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID are unified to use one template.
· Intel, Futurewei, Huawei, ZTE, AT&T, Apple, Samsung, Ericsson, Telstra
· Option 2: Request table, status report table and band combination index table of basket WID use the different templates separately.
· CHTTL
· NOTE: Some companies suggest to need some modification on the format.

Tentative agreements: Option 1, but need to make consensus.
Candidate options: Option1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: It is suggested that Issue 2-1-1 should be addressed first.

	Sub-topic#2-2:
Simplification of EN-DC configuration including FR2
	Issue 2-2-1: Proponent can submit draft CR directly? [3]
<Summary>
There is different view among companies on draft CR approach. There are concerns and questions on the use of the wildcard “@”.
<Detail>
· Proposals
· Option 1: Keep current manner (just follow the previous agreements [RP‑181126])
· Futurewei, Apple, Ericsson
· Option 2: No need to submit TP and allow a proponent to directly submit draft CR for EN-DC including FR2 bands (which means that we don’t need to capture EN-DC including FR2 in TR)
· Samsung, Telstra, DOCOMO
· CHTTL (it is already allowed)
· ZTE (OK if the “including FR2” means FR1+FR2 combination)
· NOTE: There are concerns and questions on the use of the wildcard “@”.
Tentative agreements: None.
Candidate options: Option1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: Further discuss which options should be taken. Make common understanding for the wild card “@”.

	
	Issue 2-2-2: Structure of Rel-17 basket WI [3]
<Summary>
Most of companies prefer option 1.
<Detail>
· Proposals
· Option 1: Each existing basket WI rapporteur handle new request of inter-band EN-DC configuration including FR2 bands, and TR, and big CR in the same manner as before.
· Apple, Ericsson, Telstra, Nokia, DOCOMO
· Option 2: New basket WI will be created for inter-band EN-DC including FR2 only. Existing basket WIs down select the scope and focus on other EN-DC combinations.
· Samsung
Tentative agreements: Option 1, but need to make consensus
Candidate options: Option1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: Further discuss whether option 1 is acceptable.

	
	Issue 2-2-3:  Request sheet format [3]
<Summary>
There is different view among companies on request sheet format. And it is suggested that the wildcard approach should be discussed first before discussing the request sheet format.
<Detail>
Note: Issue 2-2-3 can be discussed seperatoly from Sub-topic 2-1 since Sub-topic 2-1 mainly focuses on the replacement of format to excel table but Issue 2-2-3 focuses on how to describe EN-DC configuration including FR2 in the request sheet. Depedinging on the discussion, agreeable contents will be merged.
· Proposals
· Option 1: Apply request sheet format proposed in [3]
· Telstra, DOCOMO
· Option 2: Other
· Apple (Go with excel sheet format, but if it is not allowed OK with option 1) 
· Ericcson
Tentative agreements: None
Candidate options: Option1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: It is suggested that the wildcard approach should be discussed first.

	
	Issue 2-2-4:  Schedule [3]
<Summary>
Most of companies prefer option 1.
<Detail>
· Proposals
· Option 1: Apply schedule proposed in [3] as shown below:
· Schedule proposed in [3]
· Modification of EN-DC configuration table should be done by the end of Rel-16
· New simplified procedure to specify inter-band EN-DC including FR2 should be applied from the start of Rel-17
· Each basket WI rapporteur need to remove automatically completed EN-DC configuration from existing Rel-16 basket WI, as described in section 2.2.4.
· ZTE, Ericsson, DOCOMO
· Option 2: Other
· Apple
Tentative agreements: Option 1, but need to make consensus
Candidate options: Option1 and Option 2
Recommendations for 2nd round: Further discuss whether Option 1 is acceptable.



Suggestion on WF/LS assignment 
	
	WF/LS t-doc Title 
	Assigned Company,
WF or LS lead

	#1
	WF for new format for band combinations
	Huawei, HiSilicon



	#2
	WF for simplification on EN-DC including FR2
	NTT DOCOMO, INC.



CRs/TPs
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 1st round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP number
	CRs/TPs Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 1st round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



Discussion on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator suggests to focus on two WF for Sup-topic#2-1 and Sub-topic#2-2 on 2nd round, respectively.
· Two WF should be discussed separately since Sub-topic#2-1 focus on replacement of word format to excel format and Sub-topic#2-2 focus on simplification on EN-DC configuration including FR2.
· Two WF shoud address the issues based on companies’ feedbacks on 1st round.
· WF approach shoud be prefered rather than discussion on Email discussion summery document approach since agreeable contents should be summarized for preparation on Rel-17 basket WI.
Summary on 2nd round (if applicable)
Moderator tries to summarize discussion status for 2nd round and provided recommendation on CRs/TPs/WFs/LSs Status update suggestion 
	CR/TP/LS/WF number
	T-doc  Status update recommendation  

	XXX
	Based on 2nd round of comments collection, moderator can recommend the next steps such as “agreeable”, “to be revised”



